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Brian Marcella

3773 Antelope way
Rocklin, ¢a 33677

March 31, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concernad individual, I am writing to express my oppositiaon to the
Department of Justice 5 request that all new Internst communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is coing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the govermnment recuiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
Even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to praovide this sort af hbackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus susgestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Brian Marcella
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John Lutheran

PO Box 15547
San Diego, QK 392175

March 31, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositicn to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not beljeve this requirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is gaing far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the fBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive ancd expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persenal communicaticns. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suyggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet ¢ommunijcation technologies should have built—=in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

John Lutheran
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Patrick Mooney

2199 Unfon Ave. #4
North Bend, OR 37453

March 31, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services bhe
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative pracess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves cr
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich cpportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Patrick Moaney
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Chris Whalley
20403 Paradise Tane
Topanga, Ca 30230

March 31, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gaovernment requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
Even rague government agents to access our personal <ommunications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again., I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technelogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Tock forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Chris Whalley
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Mandy Petersen

38 California St.
Watertown, MA 02472

March 31, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have huilt—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to logk through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infaormation between saurces 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urde you to oppose the dangerous susgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward te hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Marndy Peterse
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Eric Higbee
4820 Burke Ave N.
Seattle, WA 98103

March 31, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communic<ation services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. lLongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to c¢onhduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephale for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s adgressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
EYen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. FPast
efforts to praovide this sort of backdoor access have not hseen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the bepartment of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Eric Highee
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Chris Bartle

28 Clayton Street
San Francisco, CA 94117

March 31, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powell
Federal Communicaticns Commissicn
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws glready
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to canduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdraopping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring aill
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arocund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone campanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that hy reguiring a master key to our psrsonal communicatiens, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rocue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort af backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Chris Bartle
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Laura Haber
206 S. McCullough
Urbana, IL 61801

March 31, 2004

FCC Chaijrman Michael Powel}
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Cchairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communicatian services be
required to have buiit-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Froviders and Internet telephone companies tc allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eqguivalent af the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephcle for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to.our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rague government agents to access our persaonal communicatiaons. Past
effarts to provide this sort of bhackdonr access have nat been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the danderous suggestion of the Department sf
Justice that our new Internet communication technoiogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I leok forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Laura Haber
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Marilyn Zack
560 Linden Road
Frankfort, IL 60423

March 31, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 203554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppasiticn to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build fts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. (awmakers, after extensive deliberatiaons, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ccllect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity faor hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous sucggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts aon this matter.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Zack
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Dennis Gleasaon
214 Everbright Ave
Franklin, TN 37064

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#is a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Laongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bheyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry teo actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the squivalent af the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement toc look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access cur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet <ommunication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Dénnis J CGleason
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Bob Brister

1102 S. 800 E. #A
Salt Lake City, UT 84105

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The F8I is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
gavernment eavesdreopping. It is the eguivalent of the government reqguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
salirces 1ike e-mail. The FBI?s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
woluld bypass the legislative process toc alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ? or
even rogue government agents ? to access our personal csmmunications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of Phackdoor? access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous sugagestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technologies should have huilt—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing veour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Bob Brister
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Saul Grand

8 Woodland Rd
Yalley Stream, NY 11581

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Cchairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of TJustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is qgoing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent aof the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephale for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araound
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to glter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort aof backdoor access have not been successfui and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Saul Grand
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Tom Bousghan
P.O. Box b7
Cowan,, TN 37318

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commissicon
445 12th Streest SW

Washington, DL 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internst communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Laongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to canduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these sxisting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the squivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Yaw enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
govarnment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access cur persconal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again. I urge vou to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet commurication technelogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Tom Boughan
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Amy Dickstein
49 Lorraine Road
IsTand Park, NY 11558

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual., I am writing toc express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet <ommunication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
regquire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI ta conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around

government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all

new homes be built with a peephoie for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations., set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persaonal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to gppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping,

I look forward to hearing your thaughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Amy  Dickstein
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Woody Hamilton

644 Whalen Rd
Penfield, Ny 14528

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Caommissian
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

Aas a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not beliave this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources JTike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government sgents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Oonce again, I urge you to cppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping,

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sinceraly,

Woody Hamilton
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cheryl stein
100 Teland road
chestnut hill, ma 02467

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicaticn services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is nacessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring al}
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communhications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dancercus susgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

cheryl Stein
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Christina Gleasan

14 Minuteman Court
Clifton Park, NY 120865

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do net believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiliance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
{ongress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources like phone companies and data
sayrces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading af the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creaating the very reai potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Christina Gleason
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Crow Swimsaway, PhD
6360 SR 356
New Marshfield, Ohio 45786

April 2, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very ¢oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after sxtensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources 1ike phone campanies and data
sources l1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves ar
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nhot been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Rev. Crow Swimsaway, PhD
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Susan Brennan

5 Puddingstone Way
Phillipsburg, NJ D&865

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services ke
required toc have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Praviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyvond these existing
powars by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberatiaons, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s agqressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

Your reccrd on individual rights protection speaks for itself but I want you to
know that this constituent appreciates the ramifications of this sort of
government empowerment and vour efforts to curtail it.

Sincerely,

Susan Brennan
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christine garcia

3133b tejon st
denver, co 80211

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicatian services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is goine far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phane campanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key te our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue qovernment agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

christine garcia
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d willis

3162 Melrose Ave. #308
Los Angeles, California 90038

Aprii 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Streest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do nct believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephene companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems aroundg
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even raogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efferts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward te hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

d. willis
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John & Lal Kuen Mciilvray

325 Boliver
Lake Dallas, TX 75065

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
449 12th Strest SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required te have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is5s going far bhevond these existing
powers by trying to farce the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves cr
even roggue gavernment agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you ta oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department af
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

John and Lai McGilvray
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Chanteile Hougland

7068 W Springfield
Champaign, IL 61820

March 31, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Pawell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding Jaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephaole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very coencerned that this requirement represents an end-~run araund
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The FBI s agoressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our parsonal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eveh rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effaorts to provide this sort aof backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Chantelle Hougland



wed 31 Mar 2004 04:41:55 PM EST p. 3
en Jones

1515 Fairmount Avenue
Middietown, Chio 45044

March 31, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
regquire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the fBI to conduct surveilliance. The FBI is going far bevyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually buiid its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a psephoie for law enforcement to lTook through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries faor how
the FBI can collect informatian between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal cammunications., Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opparturity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppase the dangerous suggesticn aof the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ken L. Jones



wed 31 Mar 2004 02:42:05 PH £ST P. 1%
len Gevry

18 Charles Street, Apt A
Dover, NH 03820

March 31, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Fedaral Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppesition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built~in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephene companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is qoing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguiremant represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e—mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process te alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persgnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of. hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have buiit-in
wirgtapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Allen Gevry



